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turning out better work, we ought to do so. Only
nature is pretty sure to take her time about it. How
far, again, one process is to be considered as a con-
tinuation of the other, or as a modification, or even
as in opposition to it, is a point which 1 cannot now
touch. What I have to say is simply this: that if we
take any two periods of society, the present, for
example, and that of a thousand or five thousand
years ago, we shall find enormous or incalculably
great differences in the social structure, in the
amount of knowledge, in the character of the ethical,
religious, and philosophical beliefs, and in the rela-
tions between the individuals of which the society is
constructed; but between the individuals at the two
periods we may find hardly any definable difference
whatever. For anything we can say, we should be
able, if we could move people about in time as well
as in space, to exchange a thousand infants of the
nineteenth century A.D., for a thousand of the
nineteenth century B.C., and nobody would be able
to detect the difference which would result.

Hence it follows, in my opinion, that the evolu-
tionary process with which moralists and political
philosophers have practically to deal, is what I have
called the social, and not the individual process. We
inherit thoughts as we inherit wealth ; we inherit
customs and laws and forms of worship, and indeed